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STATEMENT OF SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW 



Dear Sir: 



Applicants conducted a telephonic interview with the Examiner on July 26, 2005. 
Applicants are filing this paper to summarize the interview. 

During the interview, Applicants discussed with the Examiner claim 1 of the present 
application. In particular, Applicants argued that neither Vembu nor Dohi discloses "a grade" 
for any error-related parameters and the resulting SNR adjustment step calculations as recited in 
claim 1. The Examiner argued, however, that a "grade" of a parameter as recited in claim 1 can 
be interpreted to mean any type of variation of the parameter unless claim 1 is amended to 
specifically recite a specific description for "grade." The Examiner provided no tangible 
evidence to support his contention. Applicants strongly disagreed with the Examiner and the 
lack of evidence for his position, namely, that the Examiner cannot simply ascribe an over- broad 
meaning to the word "grade" which would encompass all prior art to reject claim 1 of the present 
application. Applicants and the Examiner could not reach an agreement in this regard. 
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Applicants further argued that Vembu and Dohi fail to disclose steps (b) and (c) of claim 
1. The Examiner, however, disagreed by arguing that without amending claim 1 to recite a 
specific description of the word "grade," the combination of Vembu and Dohi performs steps (b) 
and (c) of claim 1 and provided no evidence of locus of the disclosure or teaching of steps (b) 
and (c) in Vembu or Dohi. Applicants and the Examiner could not reach an agreement in this 
regard. 

Applicants failed to come to an agreement with the Examiner regarding the patentability 
of claim 1 over Vembu and Dohi. Applicants request that the present paper be entered into the 
record of the present application. 
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